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Larissa Walker 
Center for Food Safety 
660 Pennsylvania Ave., SE 
Suite 302 
Washington, DC 20003 
 
                                                                Re:  Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)  
 Request EPA-HQ-2016-007648 
 
Dear Ms. Walker:  
 
This letter is in final response to your FOIA request of June 14, 2016 for documents related to 
the Agency’s review of thiamethoxam (MRID #49757201) and clothianidin (MRID #49836101) 
colony feeding studies.  Enclosed are an additional 153 records responsive to your request. 
 
EPA is withholding portions of most of the enclosed records under the deliberative process 
privilege of FOIA Exemption 5, U.S.C. § 552(b)(5), and portions of three records based on the 
personal privacy privilege of FOIA Exemption 6, 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(6).  Additionally, 58 records 
are being withheld in full under the deliberative process privilege.  This privilege applies to inter- 
and intra-agency documents that are both pre-decisional and deliberative.   
 
The withheld documents and portions of documents reflect deliberative communications among 
EPA staff, and between EPA and its regulatory partner agencies, the release of which would 
have a chilling effect on EPA’s ability to conduct frank internal and co-regulator discussions as 
part of a joint scientific review and decision-making endeavor.  While some of these documents 
do contain facts, they are not simply factual documents but rather reflect draft reviews, draft 
conclusions, and draft analyses prepared for intra-agency and co-regulator comment and 
evaluation in furtherance of reaching common scientific conclusions and regulatory approaches. 
  
Releasing this information now would inaccurately reflect the view of the Agency and its 
regulatory partners on a number of ongoing complex technical matters and scientific reviews 
which are still being deliberated, as well as contribute to public confusion that might result from 
disclosure of reasons and rationales that were not in fact ultimately the grounds for an agency’s 
action.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 






